Who can be gratilied by the Australian delegation's
amendments V If the Australian delegation were to think over
its amendments once more, it would probably realize thai
they can benefit only those who would like to delay and
complicate to the utmost the settlement of the basic ques-
tions of 4he peace treaties. If the former aggressors had their
advocate at our Conference he would insist on the adoption
of such proposals and amendments. But who wants advocates
of the aggressor at this Conference? The Australian delega-
tion will of courjse agree that the Peace Conference is no
place for pleading in behalf of the aggressors. But if that is
so, the appropriate conclusions should be drawn, and the
mistaken amendments moved by the Australian delegation
should not be persisted hi.
Lastly, we should also remember public opinion- in the
democratic countries; it should not be ignored. The work
of the Peace Conierence is constantly in the public eye. This
'being so, ask yourselves whether democratically-minded peo-
ple can be persuaded that the proposals of the Australian del-
egation comply with the interests of justice and of enduring
peace in Europe. The Australian delegation's proposals can-
not win the approval of the democratic public. These pro-
posals, which would nullify previous agreements, would
gravely prejudice the interests of those countries which
jsulfered severely from aggression, such as; the Soviet Union.
These proposals would be profitable to countries rich in
dollars and sterling accumulated during the war years, but
they would lead to the economic oppression of countries
weakened by the war. These proposals, aiming at the post-
ponement of such important questions of the peace treaties
as the question of reparations, would be a severe blow to
the attempts to establish enduring peace.
It is now clear how fallacious and harmful are the
Australian delegation's proposals; it is equally clear that they
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